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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Nature Of The Case 
Joshua Loran Bassett appeals from the district court's denial of his motion to 
amend judgment, arguing that the district court lacked jurisdiction to rule on the motion. 
Statement Of The Facts And Course Of The Proceedings 
In 2000, the state charged Bassett with four counts of lewd conduct (R., pp.43-
45.) Pursuant to a plea agreement, the state dismissed two of the counts and Bassett 
pied guilty to the remaining charges. (R., pp.50-51.) Thereafter, the district court 
entered judgment against Bassett and imposed concurrent sentences of eight years 
with three years fixed and retained jurisdiction. (R., pp.52-55.) Following the period of 
retained jurisdiction, the district court suspended Bassett's sentences and placed him 
on five years of probation. (R., pp.56-57.) 
Because of Bassett's convictions for lewd conduct, he was required to register as 
a sex offender. (R., pp.91-92.) In 2009, Bassett moved the district court to be 
discharged from the requirement to register. (R., pp.64-65.) The district court neither 
denied nor granted that motion, instead informing Bassett that he could not petition to 
be removed from the registry until ten years had passed after serving his sentence. (R., 
pp.69-70.) In 2011, Bassett again moved to be discharged from the requirement to 
register. (R., pp.72-78, 86-87.) The state opposed Bassett's motion. (R., pp.91-92, 
100.) The district court held a show cause hearing on the motion (Tr., pp.19-47), after 
which it denied Bassett's motion on its merits (R., pp.102-03; Tr., p.45, L.21 - p.46, L.6). 
Bassett filed a timely notice of appeal. (R., pp.110-12.) 
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ISSUE 
Bassett states the issue on appeal as: 
Whether or not the District Court lacked jurisdiction to issue the 
April 21st, 2011, order denying Mr. Bassett's August 18th, 2010, Motion to 
Amend Judgment. 
(Appellant's brief, p.7.) 
The state rephrases the issue as: 
Because Bassett's motion to amend failed to confer jurisdiction on the district 
court, does this Court likewise lack jurisdiction to decide the merits of Bassett's appeal? 
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ARGUMENT 
The Court Lacks Jurisdiction To Decide The Merits Of Bassett's Appeal 
A. Introduction 
Bassett correctly asserts on appeal that the district court lacked jurisdiction to 
consider the merits of his motion to discharge him from the requirement to register as a 
sex offender. (Appellant's brief, pp.7-8.) Because the district court lacked jurisdiction to 
consider the merits of Bassett's underlying motion, this Court also lacks jurisdiction to 
consider Bassett's appeal. Bassett's appeal should therefore be dismissed. 
B. Standard Of Review 
"A question of jurisdiction is fundamental; it cannot be ignored when brought to 
[the appellate court's] attention and should be addressed prior to considering the merits 
of an appeal." State v. Kavajecz, 139 Idaho 482, 483, 80 P.3d 1083, 1084 (2003) 
(quoting H & V Engineering, Inc. v. Idaho State Bd. of Professional Engineers and Land 
Surveyors, 113 Idaho 646, 648, 747 P.2d 55, 57 (1987)). Whether a court has 
jurisdiction is a question of law, given free review. Kavaiecz, 139 Idaho at 483, 80 P.3d 
at 1084. 
C. Bassett's Appeal Should Be Dismissed For Lack Of Jurisdiction 
"Absent a statute or rule extending its jurisdiction, the trial court's jurisdiction to 
amend or set aside a judgment expires once the judgment becomes final, either by 
expiration of the time for appeal or affirmance of the judgment on appeal." State v. 
Johnson, 152 Idaho 41, _, 266 P.3d 1146, 1152 (2011) (quoting State v. Jakoski, 139 
Idaho 352, 354, 79 P .3d 711, 713 (2003)). Where the judgment has become final, a 
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sexual offender seeking exemption from his or her continuing requirement to register 
must file a petition in a new civil action. Johnson, 152 Idaho at_, 266 P.3d at 1153. 
Bassett filed his motion for exemption from his requirement to register as a 
sexual offender more than ten years after the district court's judgment became final. 
(Compare R., p.52 Uudgment entered in July 2000) with p.75 (petition for release from 
registration requirements filed in January 2011).) The state agrees with Bassett that the 
district court lacked jurisdiction to consider Bassett's motion on its merits because 
Bassett failed to file that motion in a separate civil proceeding. The district court should 
not have reached the merits of Bassett's argument but should have simply denied and 
dismissed Bassett's motion on the basis of its lack of jurisdiction. 
Likewise, because the district court lacked jurisdiction to consider Bassett's 
motion, this Court also lacks jurisdiction to consider the merits of his appeal. State v. 
Giovanelli, 152 Idaho 717, _, 274 P.3d 18, 19-20 (Ct. App. 2012). Bassett's appeal 
should therefore be dismissed. 
CONCLUSION 
The state respectfully requests that this Court dismiss Bassett's appeal. 
DATED this 25th day of September, 2012. 
(_~R 
Deputy Attorney General 
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